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The rule of judicial immunity applies to judges of general jurisdiction and to all persons who 
are an integral part of the judicial process. 


The rule, that a judge is not civilly liable for acts done in the exercise of his or her judicial function, 
especially applies where the judge is one who has general jurisdiction. ! Only judicial actions taken 
in the clear absence of all jurisdiction will deprive a judge of absolute immunity. The rule applies 


to federal’ and state“ judges. A judge or quasi-judicial official may claim judicial immunity if 
he or she can demonstrate two prerequisites: (1) the ruling in question was a "judicial act," and 
(2) there was jurisdiction to issue the ruling. When these two prongs are met, the judge or quasi- 
judicial official may claim judicial immunity even if the ruling in question was unwise, reckless, 


or malicious.” 


Although judicial immunity, in its strictest sense, is limited to judges, quasi-judicial immunity may 
extend to other public officials acting within their jurisdiction, in good faith, and while performing 
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judicial functions. The rule of judicial immunity extends to those whose powers and purpose are 


functionally comparable to that of a judge’ and to individuals acting pursuant to a court directive.® 


Indeed, judicial immunity serves to provide absolute immunity from subsequent damages liability 


for all persons, governmental or otherwise, who are integral parts of the judicial process.” 


However, absolute judicial immunity does not extend to every officer of the judicial system. '0 The 
tule does not extend to quasi-judicial officers who operate outside their legal authority, |! to every 
minor functionary, | or to persons who cannot be considered quasi-judicial officers.) 

Quasi-judicial immunity is extended to prosecutors, administrative law judges, and state 
bar associations; their personnel; and committees. Judicial immunity also extends to 


governmental agencies and executive branch officials performing quasi-judicial functions.'° For 
example, judicial immunity shields administrative agency officials who participate in agency 


adjudications. !° Likewise, courts have granted immunity to court clerks where they were 


performing discretionary acts of a judicial nature.!’ The extension of judicial immunity to those 
whose actions are an integral part of the judicial process is limited and circumscribed to claims 


arising from the performance of the specific judicially delegated function.! For example, court 


reporters are not immune because their duties are ministerial, not discretionary, in nature. od 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Judicial immunity is appropriate unless a judge is carrying out an activity that is not adjudicatory. 
Zenon v. Guzman, 924 F.3d 611 (1st Cir. 2019). 


Quasi-judicial immunity extends to one who acts as the judge's designee, and who carries out a 
function for which the judge is immune. Rieves v. Town of Smyrna, Tennessee, 959 F.3d 678 (6th 
Cir. 2020). 


[END OF SUPPLEMENT] 
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